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THE WASHIM PAPYRUS OF ILIAD @ 1-68 



[Plate XII] 

A COLLECTION of Greek papyri has recently come into my 
hands from Asiut, Egypt, and among the pieces is a Homeric 
fragment of considerable antiquity, which should be made to 
contribute its mite to the history of the Homeric text. These 
papyri, which came into my possession through the kindness of 
Dr. James Henry Breasted, are said to have been uncovered 
in the vicinity of Washim,^ a mound in the Fayum, where they 
were found lying in the ruins of sand-buried houses, sometimes 
in sacks, sometimes loose in the corners of the rooms. Not all 
were found in the same house, but all, I am assured, come from 
this one site. 

Among these are very many dated pieces, chiefly corn receipts, 
of which there are no less than ninety, nearly all gratifyingly 
complete, some few in careful, almost uncial writing, but the 
majority, of course, in hasty cursive, and abbreviated. The 
usual date on the pieces is 158-159 a.d. ; thus, in no. 11, 

CTre[P]MATUJN AGYTePOY KAI eiKOCTOY L 
ANTUJN[l]NOY KAICAPOC TOY KYPIOY 

or, as it usually appears, 

L KB avTcovetvov Kaiaapo^ rov Kvpiov, 

Almost the whole collection of corn receipts seems to come 
from this period. There are other dated pieces among the frag- 

1 The Kum Ushlm excavated by Hogarth and Grenfell in 1895 and identified 

with the ancient Karanis ; cf. Egypt. Exp. Fund, Archaeol. Bep. 1895-96, p. 16. 
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ments. One of these, an address in rude uncials to Tlieodo- 
rus, has an endorsement in cursive, dated the seventh year of 
Antoninus Caesar, the thirtieth of the Egyptian month Mechir, 
i.e. February 24, 144 A.D. : 

L Z avrmvivov fcaia-apo^ rov Kvptov 
fiexei'p X 

It will be seen that these dated pieces suggest for the Homer 
fragment in question a date not later than 159 A.D., and with 
this in mind as a provisional date, we may approach the evidence 
of the papyrus itself. 

This piece of papyrus is rather thick, full of holes, and measures 
0.22 m. by 0.174 m. in extreme dimensions. It formed part of 
a roll, inscribed on one side only, in columns 0.16 m. in height, 
each containing thirty-three lines. Parts of two such columns 
remain, giving us the closing words of the lines of one and the 
opening words of those of the other, but in no case preserving 
a complete line. The second column is written over a junc- 
ture in the papyrus, where the maker overlapped two pieces 
in extending his roll. The hand is an even uncial, written 
with evident care. There are occasional accents and points 
of punctuation, with little to suggest that they are the work of 
a second hand, unless their sporadic occurrence be thus inter- 
preted. Acute, grave, and circumflex accents all occur; the last 
with a diphthong being written so as to embrace both letters. I 
have observed no breathings. Of punctuation marks, the apos- 
trophe,^ the colon (high point), and possibly the period,^ appear .^ 

1 The apostrophe is used, though irregularly, to mark elision. 

2 One case seems to occur, in line 11. Perhaps at lines 20 (between Beoi and 
waa-ai) and 66 (af tei rjv) we have cases of the middle point — a-Tiy/j.^ fxia-yj. The 
cases of the high point are clear, as indicated in the transcription. 

3 The apostrophe occurs in the Louvre fragment of Z, which is assigned to a 
date early in our era. Mr. Grenfell finds the rough breathing and the acute 
accent in the Bodleian fragment of Odyssey e, of the third century. In the 
fourth-century fragment of Iliad M belonging to the same library, there are 
occasional accents ; and in marking elision, one apostrophe is used. There are 
instances of accents and punctuation in nos. VIII and XI of the first part of 
the Oxyrhynchus Papyri, which are from the first or second century. Of non- 
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Iota is adscript in datives; as in [a/cporarTy] I, KOPY<l>HI, line 3; 
AYTHI, [<?a]AACCHI,line24; AAAHAHICI,line 63, etc. N, written 
after AANAOICI, line 11, is marked for erasure. There seems 
to be no attempt at separating the letters into words. Of the 
character of the hand, it is enough to say that, letter for letter, 
it generally presents close resemblances to the writing of the 
Bankes papyrus of Iliad O. The strokes in the Bankes papyrus 
are perhaps a trifle finer, while its accents and punctuation, on 
the other hand, are far more clumsy and rude. These, however, 
it is agreed, are by a later hand, which is hardly the case with 
the accents of the fragment before us. One point of real dif- 
ference between the two — almost the only point that interrupts 
this interesting correspondence — is in the matter of t-adscript. 
The iotas adscript of the Bankes papyrus have been said to be 
the work of the hand that supplied the coarse punctuation and 
accents which so mar that manuscript. In our fragment, on the 
other hand, whatever might be thought of accents and points, 
the adscripts are pretty clearly the work of the first hand. This 
is evidenced by the appearance of t-adscript with the second 
7} of aXX'^Xfjia-Lj line 63 ; for had it been inserted by a late hand, 
the adjoining letters would inevitably have looked crowded, and 
of this there is no suggestion. Yet the resemblances of the two 
manuscripts remain sufficient, at least, to warrant the belief that 
they are the works of the same school of writing, and not far 
separated from one another in point of time. 

The question of the date of the Bankes Iliad thuB becomes 
one of much importance in the determination of that of our 
papyrus, for which the prevailing date of the corn receipts, 
159 A.D., affords at best only a terminus ad quern. Between 

Homeric literary papyri, it is enough to mention the Bacchylides papyrus, of the 
first century b.c, where accents and points, though used somewhat otherwise 
than in our papyrus, come from the first hand; cf. Kenyon, Hie Poems of 
Bacchylides, 1897, pp. xx, xxi. In the same papyrus the circumflex covers 
both vowels of a diphthong, as in the fragment before us. An examination 
of the facsimile of the Washim fragment, in proof, inclines Mr. Grenfell to 
the view that the accents, at least, are probably by a later hand. But this 
view is not supported by careful inspection of the papyrus itself. 
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the extremes of the dates that have been suggested for the 
Bankes papyrus, from three to four centuries intervene. Wat- 
tenbach,^ in 1867, characterized it as perhaps the finest example 
preserved to us of old Alexandrian calligraphy in the time of 
the Ptolemies ; La Roche ^ thinks it probably comes from the 
time of the last Ptolemies or the first century B.C., but may be 
one hundred years younger ; Gardthausen,^ while he nowhere 
precisely dates the papyrus, considers it older than the Hyperi- 
des, and this again he regards as earlier than 150 a.d. The 
possibility that the Louvre fragments of Iliad N, which Sil- 
vestre assigned to the first century B.C., were found with the 
Bankes papyrus has been suggested by the editors of the Louvre 
fragments,^ and may serve as a further attestation of the earlier 
(late. The same dating has lately been revived, in connection 
with a facsimile of a few lines of the papyrus, in Harper's 
Classical Dictionary (p. 840). An origin in the second cen- 
tury after Christ, however, has been maintained by Maunde 
Thompson, accepted by Blass, Leaf, and Van Leeuwen, and 
adopted as probable in the Palaeographical Society's first vol- 
ume ; while Wattenbach in the last edition of his Anleitung no 
longer defends the earlier date. With this determination as to 
the kindred manuscript, the evidence accompanying our papyrus 
readily combines, and we may with some confidence refer the 
fragment to the first half of the second century after Christ. 
I may add that Mr. Grenfell has kindly indicated to me his 
concurrence in the assignment of the papyrus to this period, 
or even to a date late in the first century. Dr. Krebs favors 
a date early in the second century, but his judgment, like Mr. 
Grenfell's, is based on an examination of the facsimile only.^ 

1 Anleitung zur griechischen Paldographie^ p. 5. 

2 Homerische Textkritik^ p. 439. 

^ GriecMsche Paldographie, p. 154. 

* Notices et Extraits, tome XVIII, pp. 110, 111. 

^ The travels of the papyrus and, latterly, my own departure for Berlin, have 
combined to prevent my making a final collation of the fragment, with especial 
reference to accent and punctuation, as I had hoped to do in reading the first 
proofs. [This collation has been gladly undertaken by the Editor-in-Chief, with 
whom the author had left the papyi*us before leaving the country. — Editors.] 
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COLUMN I 

?;(»9 /lev /c/oo/co7r]e7rXo9 e/ciSvaro iraaav eir acav • 
fef9 Be demv ayoprj^v Trocrjaaro repTrcfcepavvo^; 
afcpoTdT7}^L fcopv(j>7)L TToXf Se[4/oaSo]9 [^ovXv/uiTroco ' 
avTO^ Be (T<\> ayopeve ^] eot [S' viro iravr] 69 aicovov • 

6 KeKXvre iiev iravre^ re O^eoL [iraaai rje diaivai • 

7 )L6?;Te T49 ofz^ OrfKeua 6eo\^ '^^[7^ p^rire t4]9 dparjv 
TreipaTco BiaKepaai efiov^ e[7r]o[9 aXX' a/xja iravre^ 
atveCT o(^pa Ta')(i(TTa TeKe\vT\7]<Tw T\dBe ipya 

10 Qv B^ av eyoDV airavevde^ Oemv [e] ^ [e] Xoj'Ta vorjaca 
eXOovT 7) rpcoeaaLV aprjye/iev^ rj Bavaolat . 
7r\7)yei^ ov fcara Koafiov^ e\\ev]aeTaL ovXvfiirovBe 
7) fJLiv eXcDV pLyfrG) 69 rapr^apov rjepoevra 
TTjXe iiaX r)')(L ^adcarov viro ;)^^]ow ean ^epeOpov 

15 ev6a aLBrjpeLat re irvXai icai p^aX/ce]o9 ovBo^ 

Toaaov evep6^ aiBeco oao^v ovpa[^vo<; e^ar airo 7a[6]i;9 ' 
jvcoaeT eireid^ o^aov et/JL[^i ^e]w[j' /ca/o] t4o-to9 a[7r]aj'[TG)i^ 
ei B' aye 7reip7}o-ao-0^e[^ Oeot Iva eiBer^e irdvlje^ 
aetprjv ')(^pvaeLr)V e]^ ov\^pavo6^ev [Kpe^fiaaavT[e<i 

20 Travre^ S' e^airrea^Oe 6eoL iraaai [re dea^ivai ' 
aXX' ovK av epvaaiT^ e^ ovpav60e[v Tr^eB^^L^ovBe 
^Tjv^ virarov firjarcop^ ovB^ ei fiaXa^ 7ro[X]Xa fcal^/JLOcre 
aXX' ore Brj Kat eyco tt/oo] ^ [/0(»z/] e^eX [o] ^ [/i] ^ epvaa[^at 
avrrjc Kev yaL7)L epv^aatfM avrrjL T[e da~\\daa7)L ' 

25 aetprjv fiev icev eir^eira irepc plov ov\[ir\inro\^io 

Brjaac/JLTjv ra Be /c' a^vre fierrjl^o^pa iruvra ye\yoiTO 
Toaaov eyco irepu r ei^fic 0e[^ci)^v [ir^epL r eifi av0pa)[7r(o]v 
©9 e(l>a0' OL B' apa Travre^ aKrjv eyevovro^ aLa)7r\j]i 
/JLV0OV ayaaaafievoi fiaXa yap /cparepco^ ay^opev^aev 
[The rest of the column,! containing lines 30-34, is broken away.] 

Line 2. This line ends with a colon ? 

4. The line seems to end with a colon. 

11. The accent of dprjy^fxev is visible. The dot after the line may be a period ; 

or possibly an additional sign to indicate the erasure of N . 

12. oXvfiiroio is corrected to ovXvfnroLo. 

17. The acute accent over the first o of oaop is visible, as also that over the 

lost a of KapTKTTos. — Is the mark over the first letter of airavTWP a 
trace of a rough breathing ? 

18. The acute accent of iva is visible. 

25. The accent of ovXvfjLiroLo seems to be visible. 

1 Possibly the last letter, with the high point following it, of the long line 32, 
now lost, is apparent below Column I. What in the plate seems to be a X at the 
foot of the column is only a misplaced fibre of the papyrus. 
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COLUMN II 

35 a\X' 7} TOL TToXefiov [fiev a(f>€^ofi€0' ©9 crv fceXevet^ 
^ovXrjv S' apyeiOil^^ virodrja-o/JLeO' rj ri<; ovrjaei 
©9 /iTj 7raj'T[e]9 [oXcovrai oSvaaa/JLevoio reoto 
T7JV S' ein/iJieiSl^i^aa^ 7rpo<T€<f)7j V€<f)e\rjy€peTa ^ef9 
dapaet TpLToy€[v€La <f>L\ov re/co^ ov vv n dv/icoL 

40 irpo^povL fivOelofiai eOeXco Se tol r]ino^ eivai 

©9 eiircDV vir 6\j(ea^i TLTva/cero '^aX/coiroS' LirTrco 

(OKVTrera ^(^pv^a-er^La-iv eOeLprjLcnv /co/iocovTe 

;\;/o[fo-]oj' S' afro [9 eSvve irepi XP^^ yevro S' L/JLacrOXrjv 

')(^pVaL[^7J^V €VTV[^fCTOV €0V S' €7r€^7J(r€T0 BicffpOV 

45 /xaa[^TL^€]v S' €X\^aav too S' ov/c aeicovre TrereaOrjv 
lie(Ta\j]yv^ yair]^ re icai ovpavov aarepoevro^ 
lBtjv S[' Lfcavev TroXvinSa/ca^ /JLrjrepa Orjpcov 
y^apyapo[^v evO^a S[e ol t€/jl€Vo<; ^(Ofio^ re 0V7)€l<; 
evO^ 4[7r7rof9] e\a-T7]a-e irarrjp avSpcov re Oecov re 

50 Xvaa^; e^ op^e[ft)J' /cara S\7)€pa irovXvv e^^vev 
avTo^ S ev [^Kopv(f>7}LaL icaOe^ero icvheu yaL(ov 
e[^L(To\po[(o'\v t[^P(0(ov re ttoXlv icai V7]a<i axct'tcov 
ol] S[' apa SeLirvo^v [^eXovro fcapr) fco/jLO(ovT€<; a')(^aLOL 
pili\jf>a Kara KXiai\a\j; airo S' avrov Ocoprjaaovro 

55 T]/3ft)e9 [S' avO^ erepcoOev ava tttoXlv (ottXl^ovto 
7rav[poTepoL fiefjuaaav he Kai ft)9 vcrynvi yLa')(e(jQai 
XP^Xpi avayKair]C\ irpo T[e iratScov fcat irpo yvvaiKcov 

58 7r[ao-a4] S' [^coLyvv^vro 7r\^uXaL etc S' eaavro Xao<; 

60 OL S' ore Srj /)'] e9 %w/ooz; [^eva ^vviovre^ licovto 

av\y p^ e^aXov^ puvov^ aw [S' eyx^a fcat iieve avSpcov 
Xct'Xfceo^Ocoprj/ccov aTa\^p aairiSe^; o/JL(f>aXo€aaaL 
e7rX?;z^]' aXXrjXTjLai 7ro[\f9 S' opv/jLaySo<; opcopetv 
e]v6a h [a] At' OL/jucoyr) [re fcat evxcoXr} TreXev avBpcov 

65 o\[\u]z;[T]ft)j' re fcaL oX[7C\v/jLe\^vcov pee S' aLfiari yata 
0(f)p\^a jiev 7}Q)<; rf\v \^icaL ae^ero uepov rjfiap 
T^O(l>pa \^/JLaX\ a/jb(f>o^Tepcov [ySeXe' rjirrero irLirre Se \ao9 
9;]/>t09 S' 9;[eX409] jieaov o[ypavov a/JL(f>i^e^7)fceLV 

Line 46. An apostrophe after fiea- of fxeaa-qyvs ? 

64. The accent of dfxa is visible. The Bodleian fragment of Iliad 9 
(GrenfelPs Greek Papyri chiefly Ptolemaic^ no. II) contains frag- 
ments of 64-67, as follows: 

av8~\p(t)v 
7]ata 

TyTrrejro ireLiTTe 5e Xaos 
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The first of our columns begins with the first line of @. It 
may be that the roll contained only this book ; so thick a piece of 
papyrus would soon make a bulky roll, and would hardly have 
been selected for copying a very cdnsiderable part of the Iliad, 
The juncture over which Column II is written would not pre- 
clude this at all, as the scribe is not likely to have been also the 
manufacturer of the papyrus, but doubtless bought his material 
in bulk, and cut off his rolls to suit the requirements of his 
copy. © in columns like these, with due allowance for margins, 
would make a roll 7 feet 9 inches in length. The Bankes papy- 
rus of Iliad n, lacking the first 126 lines, makes a roll 7 feet 
8 inches long, with 42 to 44 lines to the column ; the roll, when 
complete, cannot have been over 9 feet in length ; and this may 
be taken as indicating what was considered a convenient size 
for a roll of Homer. 

The textual evidence of the fragment is interesting. Line 6 ^ 
of the traditional text was evidently never in this copy. Bek- 
ker notes its absence from Codex Venetus A. Nauck, who, 
with F. A. Wolf, Cauer, and Pierron, prints the line unbrack- 
eted, nevertheless, with La Roche, cites A and D as omitting it ; 
von Christ, retaining it, remarks, "om. AD, habet C et D in 
marg." Leaf and Rzach bracket the line, with La Roche and 
Hentze, while Van Leeuwen relegates it to the margin. As 
various editors have suggested, the line probably crept into the 
text of €> under the shadow of line 5, with which it forms a 
couplet in T 101, 102. 

The final -v of Aavaolatv^ line 11, was written by our scribe, 
and then marked for erasure. The matter is a small one, but 
has received the attention of the editors. Bekker, Leaf, Cauer, 
Pierron, and Nauck retain the consonant ; Wolf, La Roche, and 
Van Leeuwen reject it. It has been pointed out that © 11 = 
N 9.2 In the latter place all texts, I believe, have Aavaolaiv. 
There the word concludes a sentence and a paragraph ; and as 

1 6(pp' etTTCj rd fie Ovfibs ipi (TTi^dea-a-i /ceXeiJet. T 102 differs only in reading 
(TTijdeaaLv dvibyei. 

2 Save that 11 reads dp7)y^fji€v for the dp-n^^imev of N 9. 
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the following verse begins with a vowel, there is much to be said 
for the strong ending. In S 11, however, the conditions are 
altogether different. The word is followed by a comma only, 
and the first word of 12 begins with two consonants. The need 
of -V is much less evident here than in N 9. The manuscript 
evidence, too, for the omission of -v in 11 is certainly strong. 
La Roche finds our reading attested by ACDEGL — for the last of 
which (L) Dr. Leaf has argued as being in some respects the best 
of our manuscripts after the Venetian Codex. The rejection of -v 
by these manuscripts in 11 is more notable when it is observed 
that practically the same group have AavaolaLv in N 9. It may 
be noted that lines 11, 25, 26, and 18-40, which have been regarded 
with some suspicion by many critics, are not omitted from our 
text, the fragment, in its attestation of these lines, further ally- 
ing itself with the received text. An itacism, xP^- for ;\;/06i-, is 
to be observed in 57 ; probably also in 44, xP^^^l^ for XP^^^^V^- 
Line 59 ^ seems to be lacking, though it must be said that the 
writing hei,'e is so faint and the papyrus so fragmentary that 
one should not be dogmatic. I think it <3ertain that either 58 
or 59 was never in this copy ; and what few letters I have 
been able to recover seem to belong to 58. Of course, in point 
of sense, 59 can be dispensed with much better than 58, as 59 
without 58 would be meaningless. The two lines appear as 
a couplet in B 809, 810, and perhaps the appearance of the 
second with the first in in the received text is a parallel 
to the case of @ 5, 6, discussed above; that is, 58 may have 
drawn 59 after it into the received text here, just as 5 seems to 
have brought 6 after it, above. It should be noted, too, that 
the second line of our couplet occurs in « 70 without the first ; 
which may show that its connection with the first is not as 
close as I have assumed ; while quite as fairly suggesting that 
if the second can occur without the first, the first can occur 
without the second. I know of no other manuscript support 
for this rejection ; and as far as my observation goes, the 
editors have not treated it. 

^ ire^oi d' liririjh re * iroXifs 5' dpvfjiaydbs 6pd}p€iv. 
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The fragment has at least added one to the early witnesses 
to the Homeric text, and among them it should have an honor- 
able place. Of more than a score of papyri of parts of the 
Iliad which have been published,^ one of the earliest is the 

1 A brief bibliography, especially of the first editions of these papyri,'is added. 
For brevity, occasional lacunae in extended passages have not been noted. 

A fragments (Brit. Mus. CXXIX). Collated in Classical Texts from Greek 

Papyri in the British Museum (1891), p. 80. 
A 506 to B 877 (Bodleian). Discussed by Leaf, Iliad; yo\. II, pp. xv-xvii. 
A 44-60, A 82-92, Z 327-353, A 788 to M 11 (Geneva). Ed. Jules Nicole, Bevue 

de Philologie, XVIII, 1894, pp. 103-114. 
B 101 to A 40 (Brit. Mus. CXXVI recto). Collated in Classical Texts, etc., 

pp. 81-92. 
B 730-828, 12 fragments. Collated by Grenfell and Hunt, Oxyrhynchus Papyri, 

I, pp. 46 ff. 
B 745-764 (Haskell Oriental Museum, Chicago ; no. 33). Ed. Grenfell and Hunt, 

Oxyrhynchus Papyri, I, pp. 47 ff. 
r A fragments (Brit. Mus. CXXXVI). Collated in Classical Texts, etc., pp. 93-97. 
A 109-113 (Brit. Mus. DCLXXXIX b) ; 9 217-219, 249-253 (Brit. Mus. 

DCLXXXIX a); 4» 387-399, 607-611; X, 7 fragments, 40 lines; ^ 159- 

166, 195-200, 224-229 (Bodl. MS. Gr. class, b. 3 (P)). . Ed. Grenfell and 

Hunt, Greek Papyri, Series II (1897), pp. 4-13. 
E Z S fragments (Brit. Mus. CXXVII). Collated in Classical Texts, etc., pp. 98 f. 
E. Nearly 300 lines, from a new papyrus, will be soon published in Oxyrhynchus 

Papyri, II. 
Z 1-39, S 475-561 (Louvre). Ed. de Longp^rier, Notices et Extraits des Manu- 

scnts de la Bihliotheque Imperiale, tome XVIII, pp. 114-123. 
e 64-75, 96-116, M 178-198 (Bodl. MS. Gr. class, d. 20, e. 21 (P)). Ed. B. P. 

Grenfell, Greek Papyri chiefly Ptolemaic (1896), pp. 6-9. 
A 502-537 (Gurob). Ed. J. P. Mahaffy, Flinders Petrie Papyri, part I, p. [13]. 
N 26-173 (Louvre). Osann, Quaest. Hom. II (1852); ed. de Presle, Notices et 

Extraits, tome XVIII, pp. 109-113. 
N 2 to S 522 (Brit. Mus. DCCXXXII). Ed. A. S. Hunt, Journal of Philology 

(1898), pp. 25-59. 
S 1-218, 311-617 (Harris papyrus, Brit. Mus. CVII). Ed. E. M. Thompson and 

G. F. Warner, Catalogue of Ancient MSS. (Greek), p. 1. 
^ fragments (Brit. Mus. CXXVIII). Collated in Classical Texts, etc., pp. 100- 

108. Ed. F. G. Kenyon, Journal of Philology (1893), p. 296. 
n 127-804 (Bankes papyrus, Brit. Mus. CXIV). Ed. G. C. Lewis, Philological 

Museum, 1 (Cambridge, 1831), pp. 177-187; Catalogue of Ancient MSS. 

(Greek), p. 7. 

See also Van Leeuwen et Mendes Da Costa, Ilias, pp. xi-xv ; Leaf, Iliad, vol. 
II, pp. xiii-xvii ; but above all, Haberlin's ' Griechische Papyri ' {Centralblatt fiir 
Bibliothekswesen, XIV, 1897, pp. 201-211 ; also separately reprinted, Leipzig, 
1897), whose list, with full biographies, notes all papyri published before 1897, 
and includes seven papyri not here catalogued (fragments of A, B, A, 9, A, P). 
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Gurob fragment of A, coming from the third century B.C. 
The three third-century pieces, lately published by Grenfell 
and Hunt, containing parts of A, 0, and $-'^, respectively, 
divide the honors with the Gurob fragment in point of 
antiquity. Just where to place the four Geneva papyri rep- 
resenting A, A, Z, and AM, it is difficult to say. The last 
one seems to represent that ancient and remarkable type of 
text of the existence of which the Gurob fragment was our 
first intimation and for which the three Oxford papyri have 
just afforded the first considerable evidence. The British 
Museum papyrus containing '^O, Kenyon ascribes to the first 
century B.C., but Thompson seems to think it much later. 
The Harris papyrus of E has been assigned by Thompson to 
the first century B.C. Silvestre would claim for the fragment 
of N in the Louvre an antiquity as great. The Louvre frag- 
ments of Z and E are probably later. The large papyrus of 
NS (Brit. Mus. DCCXXXII) has been assigned by its editor, 
Mr. Hunt, to the first century after Christ. Mr. Grenfell has 
assigned the Bodleian fragment of @ to the first or second 
century. The Oxyrhynchus fragment of B 745-764 is from 
the first or second century; and the twelve Oxyrhynchus pieces 
representing B 730-828 are from the second. The Bankes papy- 
rus, containing most of O, has been mentioned as belonging 
to the second century after Christ, and beside it I have ven- 
tured to place my fragment of @. The British Museum frag- 
ments of B-A are assigned to the fourth century. There are 
also the British Museum papyri CXXVII, CXXXVI, of parts 
of EZE, and FA, assigned to the third or fourth century ; the 
Bodleian fragment of M, assigned by Grenfell to the fourth 
century ; the fragment of A known as British Museum CXXIX, 
of uncertain date ; and the Hawara fragments of AB in the 
Bodleian Library, probably of the fifth century. In the papyri 
sixteen books of the Iliad are represented, the fragment before 
us being one of six papyrus witnesses for the text of 0. 

Edgak Johnson Goodspeed. 
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